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4. Construction of Statutes — Intent to be sought for — How ascertained. In 
the construction of statutes it is the duty of courts to seek to ascertain the 
intention of the legislature, and in doing this they should consider the object of 
the statute, and the purpose to be accomplished, but the intent is also to be sought 
for by giving a fair construction to the language used, attributing to the words 
their ordinary and popular meaning, unless it plainly appears that they were used 
in some other sense. 



Jameson v. Rixey and Others. — Decided at Richmond, March 18, 
1897.— Riely, J : 

1. Partition — Lien for owelty — Duration of — Personal decree — Merger. A lien 
for owelty of partition partakes of the nature of a vendor's lien and constitutes a 
prior encumbrance on the land on which it is charged, and follows the land into 
whosesoever hands it may come. The land of less value, and not its owner, is, 
however, the sole debtor. It is improper to render a personal decree against the 
owner of the less valuable piece of land for the difference in values, but the lien 
is not released by taking such personal decree or other security, nor is it merged 
in such decree, but subsists until it is clearly shown to have been waived, released, 
or satisfied. 

2. Partition — Lien for owelty — Statute of limitations — Presumption of payment — 
Case at bar. Prior to the Code of 1887 there was no statutory limit to the enforce- 
ment of a vendor's lien, or a lien for owelty of partition, but the same continued 
until waived, released, or satisfied, or until sufficient time elapsed to raise the 
presumption of payment. In the case at bar the decree for partition was made 
prior to the adoption of the Code of 1887, and the evidence not only repels the 
presumption of payment, which is a mere presumption of fact, but shows that the 
lien has neither been waived, released, nor satisfied. 

3. Laches — Ignorance of rights — Mere delay. Laches cannot be imputed to one 
who is ignorant of his rights. Nor is mere delay always to be considered as laches. 
The relations of the parties, their degree of kindred, the inability of the debtor 
to pay, and other circumstances, may be taken into consideration, and where it is 
clearly shown that the delay has worked no injury, and can be satisfactorily ac- 
counted for, courts of equity will not allow it to defeat the recovery of a debt 
shown to be due and unpaid. 

4. Purchasers — Title papers — Notice — Means of knowledge — Equitable estoppel. 
It is the duty of a purchaser of real estate to look to the title papers under which 
he buys. He is charged with notice of all that the records disclose affecting his 
title and also of all to which the knowledge there acquired would have led him. 
Means of knowledge with the duty of using them, are, in equity, equivalent to 
knowledge itself. In the absence of fraud or deception, where the same means 
and opportunities of tracing the title to real estate are equally open to both parties 
the doctrine of equitable estoppel does not apply. 



Ballou and Others v. Ballou. — Decided at Richmond, March 18, 

1897. — Harrison, J : 
1. Suits for Partition — Allowance for improvements by one tenant. A joint ten- 
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ant who improves the common property at his own expense is entitled, in a parti- 
tion suit, to compensation for the improvements, whether the co-tenant assented 
thereto or not. But this allowance is made, not as a matter of legal right, but merely 
from a desire to do justice between the parties, and hence will be so estimated as 
to inflict no injury on the co-tenant. 

2. Suits for Partition — Improvements — Limitations — Personal actions for im- 
provements — For repairs. The right of a joint tenant to claim compensation for 
i mprovements put upon the common property at his own expense does not arise until 
a suit for partition is brought, and the right to partition arises whenever the parties 
may choose to assert it. Statutes of limitations have no application to suits for 
partition, nor to the equity for compensation which arises only when the partition 
is asked for. But the mere fact of improving the common property by a joint tenant 
does not raise an implied assumpsit on the part of the co-tenant to contribute 
to the expenses thereof, and no action therefor will lie by the tenant making the 
improvements. The rule is otherwise where repairs are made on the common 
property by one joint tenant at his sole expense. 



Sulphur Mines Co. v. Phenix Insurance Co. — Decided at Rich- 
mond, March 18, 1897.— Keith, P: 

1. Fire Insnrance — Policy — Conditions against encumbrances. If a fire insur- 
ance policy contains a provision that the policy shall be void if the property be or 
become encumbered, unless consent thereto be endorsed on the policy by an au- 
thorized agent of the insurance company, such encumbrance unknown to the com- 
pany avoids the policy, although it is not customary to make that enquiry when 
policies are issued to large corporations, 

2. Fire Insurance. — Policy — Type in which condition printed — Ojection for first 
time in appellate court — Case at bar. An objection that the conditions of an insur- 
ance policy are not printed in type as large as long primer, as required by the 
statute, cannot be made for the first time in the appellate court. In the case at 
bar the company was allowed to rely on the conditions in the policy which ren- 
dered it void, and the record fails to disclose that the conditions were not printed 
in the type prescribed by the statute, and hence the presumption is that the policy 
conformed to the statutory requirement. 



Morotock Insurance Company v. Fostoria Novelty Company. 

Decided at Richmond, March 18, 1897. — Harrison, J: 

1, Fire Insurance — Warranties. Parties are not held to have entered into 
warranties unless they clearly so intended, and if a policy of insurance is so framed 
as to render it doubtful whether the parties intended that the exact truth of the 
applicant's statement shall be a condition precedent to any binding contract, that 
construction which imposes upon the assured the obligation of a warranty should 
not be favored. 

2. Fire Insur 4nce — Warranties — Burden of proof. In an action upon a fire 
insurance policy the burden of proof is on the defendant to show a breach of 
affirmative warranties — mere statements of existing facts — by the plaintiff in his 
application for the insurance. It is not incumbent on the plaintiff to allege such 



